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led him to maintain the sharply opposed thesis that the Logos was
to be regarded as a creature, and that the Father was related to him
no otherwise than as the husbandman to the vine and the boat-
builder to the boat. He was not co-eternal with the Father, but
first came into being with, and in, time. Persons of repute in
Alexandria took offence at this, and they significantly addressed
their complaints to his namesake, bishop Dionysius of Rome:
among their complaints was one that the Alexandrian pastor did
not ascribe to the Logos the predicate homoousios, a designation
which was evidently already widely current, though not yet
sufficiently thought out theologically1.
The bishop of Rome summoned a council to deal with the
Alexandrian petition, and then addressed a treatise to the Alex-
andrian church in which he rejected alike Sabellianism and the
formulas employed by Dionysius of Alexandria, without indeed
mentioning his colleague by name. That he should have ad-
ministered this correction shows clearly that the bishop of Rome
felt that he possessed a special authority in relation to the Egyptian
church, and the effect of his communication shows us that the
bishop of Alexandria also regarded it as a duty to submit himself
with respectful deference to the Roman decision. For he did not
reply, as did the later patriarchs, with vehement opposition, but
published an extensive work in his own defence, which to judge
from outward appearances signified the full withdrawal of his
earlier point of view and assent to the Roman thesis of the eternity
of the Son. In accordance with the Roman communication he
drew a distinction between begetting and creating, and in carefully
qualified sentences even accepted the term homoousios. The out-
come of the affair was significant for Rome as a further step in the
advancement of her power, and for the Church as a whole as a
prelude to the Arian controversy, which in the fourth century was
to do such injury to Christendom. The legend, already found in
the fourth-century 'Monarchian' prologues to the Gospels2, of
the founding of the Alexandrian see by Mark the disciple of
Peter (i Peter v, 13) is the reflection of the actual relationship
between Alexandria and Rome.
1  Eusebius, Hist. Eccl. vn, 26, i. See C. L. Feltoe, The Letters and
other Remains of Dionysius of Alexandria.
2  Lietzmann, Kleine Texte, I, p. i#, 16.